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Chapter last resort by the Permanent Court of International
XJV.    T   ^
	   Justice.
The position of the Union under the mandate has
been discussed by the Permanent Mandates Commis-
sion of the League and the Council. The issue has arisen
from the reference in the Union Act of 1919 establishing
a provisional administration to "state55 lands, and to
the transfer by an Act of 1922 of the harbours and rail-
ways in full dominion to the Union, to be controlled
and managed by the railway administration as part of
the system of the Union. More concrete still was the
fact that in the treaty between the Union and Portugal
in 1925 regarding the Angola boundary the term
"sovereignty" was actually used of the position of the
Union as regards the territory. What was perhaps more
striking, and what formed the ground, in part, for this
use of the term, was the discussion by the Appellate
Division of the Supreme Court on appeal of the issue1
whether the Union had such a measure of authority, or
in the technical language of Dutch law majestas, over
the territory as to justify a charge of treason against
one of the natives implicated in the Bondelzwart rising.
The judges all agreed that it had the right to punish
treason in such circumstances. Innes, C.J., held that
the Union was not a sovereign and independent state
in the full sense, but that majestas operating internally
might suffice to found the charge. His view clearly was
that, while full external sovereignty did not exist, in-
ternal sovereignty was present, and De Villiers and
Wessels, J.J., went further and held that sovereignty
resided independently in the Union, for it could not
reside either in the League of Nations, or the Principal
1 E. v. Christian, [1924] A.B. 101. Cf. Journ. Parl Emp. xii. 442, 443.

